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taken hold of a powerful and violent party in Vir-
ginia. The attack upon the judiciary is in fact an
attack upon the Union." Nor was Virginia the
only State where this movement was formidable,
and an early effort to repeal Section xxv was to
be anticipated.

That the antijudicial movement was extending
to other States was indeed apparent. The decision
in Sturges vs. Crowinshield1 left for several years
the impression that the States could not pass bank-
ruptcy laws even for future contracts and conse-
quently afforded a widespread grievance. Ohio
had defied the ruling in M'Culloch vs. Maryland,
and her Treasurer was languishing in jail by the
mandate of the Federal Circuit Court. Kentucky
had a still sharper grievance in the decision in
Green vs. Biddle,2 which invalidated a policy she
had been pursuing for nearly a quarter of a cen-
tury with reference to squatters' holdings; and
what made the decision seem the more outrageous
was the mistaken belief that it had represented the
views of only a minority of the justices.

The Legislatures of the aggrieved States were
soon in full hue and cry at the heels of the Court;
and from them the agitation quickly spread tc
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